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After efforts_to elicit specific comments J_ h Lr>^ 

on Soviet-ChiCom developments were un- £ ^^0 
rewarded by any information, I asked ] __ why 1 

the Soviet Union was hostile to any eTfort by the U.S. to ^ 
improve relations with Peking. He was obviously set-back v 
by the question and responded that the Soviets were not <■ 
opposed to an improvement in Sino-U.S. relations and 
favored good relations between all countries in the world 
on the basis of peaceful coexistence. I said this had not 
been the general impression we had gotten from comments by £ 
Soviet diplomats and from my reading of Soviet articles vj 
and broadcasts. If it was the Soviet view, I suggested the ^ 
Soviet Government might make some specific statement or ^ 
comment to this effect in order to disabuse those who have 4 
been led to believe the contrary by evidence thus far. r 

\ J there were some Soviet suspi- 

^ cions that U.S. moves in China policy were intended to ^ 
pressure the Soviets. I denied this and emphasized that 
we had made our position publicly clear: that we did not 
see a worsening of the Sino-Soviet conflict as advantageous 
to us. 

ft* GROUP 3 

[tt^ Downgraded at 12 year intervals; 

EA/ACA :PHftreisberg:ced t automatically declassified. 



5 



(D'Jl>;*t OfictVimJ Ofatri 

FORM 0S-i254 CONFIDENTIAL 



2 • 65 



o» 



